INTRODUCTION
Heritage protection is one of the most controversial 
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On the political level, the acknowledgement of the 20 th -century-Europe "serves as a constant reminder" of the common European identity back in 1989. 6 After two decades, professionals much less doubt "obligation to conserve the heritage of the twentieth century is as important as our duty to conserve the significant heritage of previous eras. " 7 However, since the beginning of the process, aspi- Museum of Art (Fig. 2 ) but also few hundred residential buildings ( (Fig. 4) . This is a wide range (Fig. 6 ) structures which illustrates all functional aspects of temporary capital as a phenomenon. It is interesting that 5 of 45 buildings listed in EHL are not on the national list of cultural properties yet. Not going into the discussion whether EHL plays a positive role in making an impact on expansion of national heritage list, it is evident that giving exact list of the buildings which carry this meaning of temporary capital implies the idea that these structures have to be protected on a physical level as well. In other words, they have to be a part of national list of immovable properties.
Nevertheless, the discussions can be further developed whether exact choices are the best, but in this article, it is important to indicate the arguments for the value definition. As it was mentioned, the status of EHL does not highlight the aspect of material authenticity. In other words, the intangible meaning of the "temporary capital" as a whole is more important. However, it must be admitted that arguments for selection of 45 buildings out of the very rich layer of the interwar period were not discussed from this perspective. The list rather represents traditional arguments of architectural value and authenticity than intangible aspects of Kaunas temporary capital.
Therefore, the status of EHL, which fosters a lot of positive shifts in the protection of Kaunas heritage, still has to be further discussed from the perspective of values. Not only on split between the tangible and intangible values but also on the importance of narrative in the process of denominating the value.
While analysing international perspectives on values in Kaunas downtown, the process of preparation for nominating Kaunas modernism as the UNESCO World Heritage site should be also mentioned. In 1994, the World Heritage Committee adopted Global Strategy for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention aiming "to broaden the definition of World Heritage to better reflect the full spectrum of our world's cultural and natural treasures. "
2 Lithuania being one of the European countries does not share the destiny of underrepresented world. Four sites in Lithuania have been listed already. Therefore, the ambition to develop further seems rather questionable at first glance. However, the lack of the 20 th -century buildings can be a chance for Kaunas to be a place which fills the gap of underrepresented heritage from recent times. Especially, if the application of Kaunas will be able to express its own specific definition of value and authenticity. The initial purpose of this proposal is to highlight the fact that Modern architecture of Kaunas is a unique example of the tangible heritage, driven by the intangible aspirations of a young capital city. In contrast to radical schools of Modernism, Kaunas developed in a consistent and continuous way, gaining a form of aesthetic expression that was close to international Functionalism but still based on its unique local character. In contrast to international definitions, modernism of Kaunas can be characterised by its small scale and disparateness rather than clear functional zones; by the consistent development of the townscape rather than dramatic restructuring; by a local character rather than a clearly recognisable Bauhaus architectural look (Functionalism). As a result, the influences of national traditions, the human scale and close relations with the existing environment gradually formed the local school of Modernism, and made the city one of the earliest examples of regionalism in Modernism.
It should be known that universal langue of UNESCO brings some new aspects to definition of value. First of all the concepts of outstanding universal value, authenticity and integrity becomes an important factor. As it is indicated in operational guidelines the "judgments about value attributed to cultural heritage, as well as the credibility of related information sources, may differ from culture to culture, and even within the same culture" 24 . It is very important to notice that this statement opens a possibility for a different discussion on valuating modern structures even within official language of UNESCO. Nevertheless "Operational Guidelines" warns that "such attributes as spirit and feeling do not lend themselves easily to practical applications" 25 -spirit ant feeling of Kaunas downtown could also became a strategic point for further discussions on value of Kaunas interwar architecture. Therefore again we come to a conclusion that more precise discussions on relation of tangible and intangible values have to be performed.
CONFLICTS IN ThE PROCESS OF VALUE

DEFINITION
While discussing the official notions on values of immovable heritage, one of the most usual confrontations are the differences between "topdown" and "bottom-up" approaches. Among the most genuine sources of conflicts in the heritage field, the conflict between the state as institution and everyday needs of society can also be 27 c o n f l i c t s o f t h e h e r i t a g e : m a p p i n g v a l u e s o f i m m o v a b l e c u l t u r a l h e r i t a g e i n K a u n a s D o W n t o W n a r e a accentuated. As early as in 1931, these issues were tackled in Athens conference recognizing the "difficulty of reconciling public law with the rights of individuals. " Although it was recommended "that the public authorities in each country be empowered to take conservatory measures in cases of emergency", the importance of debates was stressed. "They should be in keeping with local circumstances and with the trend of public opinion, so that the least possible opposition may be encountered, due allowance being made for the sacrifices which the owners of property may be called upon to make in the general interest" 32 -it was stated in the Charter of Athens.
Problems of the economic nature seem to be the most important issue where the owners get different approaches compared to the state. This is widely discussed topic in the cultural heritage theory. However, in the context of this paper, it is more important to pay attention to the conflict between the public and private sector as it can also appear on the level of value interpretation. As it was noticed by Gabi Dolff-Bonekämper, "the driving force behind the actions of the dramatis personae is the wish to be the sole owner of inherited property and not to share with siblings or others. " 3 Such position contradicts the ultimate statement that cultural heritage belongs to the society. Lithuanian law for the protection of an immovable cultural heritage also indicates accessibility as a decisive factor. However, accessibility also means openness for interpretation of value which causes a conflict between the owner's "wish to dominate the interpretation and to determine the meaning of cultural heritage" 34 and official descriptions of the value.
Such a gap between the official and private treatment of value in case of Kaunas appears as one of the major concerns. There are many cases when owners are hostile to any requirements for preservation of the heritage. Although such hostility is also visible in public debates, different approaches to value gain a particular importance at the operational level. Assessment Boards of Immovable Cultural Heritage often receives questions why one or another property has a value and rejects any official explanations if they interfere with practical needs of the owner. The fundamental danger is that owners are intended to reject any value in favour of freedom of their decisions.
However, this article develops a premise that such conflict has to be explained as more complex than just economic pragmatism (mechanisms of financial compensation exist after all). As it was already mentioned, the process of valuing is very relativistic and "different generations and highly diverse social groups repeatedly appropriate heritage to define their own identity. " 3 Such dynamism of value attribution suggests that the relation between official and private spheres can be managed.
The purpose of cultural heritage, as it is indicated in Lithuanian law of immovable heritage, is to maintain "cultural value and social importance. " 3 Therefore, the main task is community engagement in the process of identifying and, most important, maintaining the values based on sociocultural aspirations. In other words, the aim is to evoke the "desire by local people to gather around a joint project to do some meaningful work together. In this context, the local understanding of cultural heritage becomes a social process rather than a physical object to be preserved. " 37 Contemporary theory on integration of values and social needs suggests the concept of culture based development. As it was proposed by Annie Tubadji, culture based development can be described as the "existence of a mechanism through which: the total stock of material and immaterial cultural goods at a locality in a particular point of time has the potential to exercise a significant impact on local socio-economic development. " 3 One of the preconditions to foster this process is to ensure a vibrant relation between local cultural milieu and social potential of the place. "In the course of history, places have developed different immaterial and material local culture and unique forms of cultural heritage and living culture. " 3 Therefore, the social environment is among the decisive instruments to create distinctive character of the place.
Abrupt changes leave the physical surface of the place without any social rationale to continue this process. Kaunas is a convincing example of such situation. All the social preconditions of interwar period have been changed during the soviet period. Therefore, the main obstacle to achieve a positive effect is not only simple lack of investment. Social and cultural ties of community and its living environment are equally important. According to some researches, these circumstances even caused "revolutionary changes of the genotype of the investigated area despite the fact that the street network and urban morphotype did not change much. 
